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ABSTRACT 

Discussed is early identification of children having 
special Educational or developmental needs, with emphasis on the use 
of screening to identify the potential high risk learner* Terms are 
defined and criteria to help select a screening instrument are given. 
The Zeitlin Early Identification Screening (ZEIS) is described as an 
example of a screening instrument. It is noted that kindergarten 
screening helps the educator to plan more effectively for each child 
and is part of the total educational process. A model for early 
identification programs is used to illustrate the total process. Some 
possible abuses of the screening process are discussed. 
(Author/IM) 
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l!:;i:S AM) AHUSKS OF KARI.Y 1 i)i',NT I KICATION l'!<(>r ioam.s 

•"^lilrlfy /..It ] in 

.-.ill 1(1 iia;; the rl,;ht to cxixn- 1 imicc? ;;oino (iof,i-re of succcsn as ho or 
;,;> .inci lanvrs throut'h the .ichool sy.sccTi. Tlic; early i dcni t i C i ra t 1 on of 
•...•;u) havo ;:pocial eduratlonal or de vc lopnion tn 1 nooii;; could he i he first 
.ov..r- ac.hi.ovlnc this ^•oal providing thr-.o children ran he locate.l. -llic 
;.. ..iverely han^ll e.ap ;ied childr.'n i;.-.ually are 1 dr-nt 1 f i .m1 at IW rt h or r.h.>rtly 

.-■..-•r. o,hi,:auional]y related prohlem:: cm he identified hy .xy.c 2 or 3 by 

••-.t professional:;. Tliir, a,<,e ranj-.e is relatively inaccessible for srreon- 
.... ::-.e p,,.-ent .i-ay uot rrcoj-nl/.o the need for help. As almost all children 
,,w lo :M:h.,.o-:, kin<h..riv-a-ten and p r ek i nde r j^a r t on early Identification pro);r,ii::3 
.. .vi L-. e h •..;(: opport mity to reach tho mor.t children. My presentation will 

or. this preschool group and the use of screening to identify, within tbis 
..•■.-w:;;.. tlie poreatial h igb risk learner. Terr,-.s will bo defined and criteria p^lven 

select a screentn;,; instrument. r],e Zoitlin Early Identification S'creon- 
i.-.,; or 7.r:rs (X.eitUn 1976) will bo described as an example of a scroentnr. In- 
..Lru:,.. at. A r,o,!el for an early identification program will bo used to illustrate 
taa total process. Uliile s.reontng can be a most effective tool to start the 
pr..:.:....s of helping children to learn i^ore effectively, it also has a potential ■ 
iv..- ..huso. I will discuss snn-,0 of tlieso possible abuses. 

•■•■•■.■.o are these potential high risk childre whom wo seek to identify? Tliey 
.•^r. i:.e,.,e .,/ar:a we fear ..ly become schoo 1 fa i lures . Research and experience 
il ]•.;... t veto ihat certain chlldrer. are high risk learners because of problems of 
.:..:ve: .p.:,er,t or experience. Tnese children arc least able to rr.eet the expect- 

'"''^'^'^ ""'•••'^'^^ '^l'-^ teaching/learning expectations are ..odified. 
Vr.a greatest difficulty - and an emotion packed issue ~ ia determining who the 
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i-i.."r. c;in(l\-<M\ .iro.. Tlu; T.i<ado rsh i p Trnlnlii)', Tnst ItiiLc In LeaniiiiR Di.-i.-ibll- 
UIo;, -.viii.-h coot>i (iiatcd the f odcrn Uy- f un.lod TiLlo VI G proi-'.r.im, reso.ircluul 
c:.:;i prohl..-r, ,uui M>:C,u-lliy and Kirk (197')), inomlnn-.i of the In.stttutc .-cpcrtod 

an ..nswor had not boon fovmd. Different projects doscrlbcd Iii;',h risk 
::.-oup,-; ar. ran,;!-a)> from 5% to /.O/T of Lhclr population .-in<l d.-; { );au<l tlu-lr pro- 
;;r;.;„:; .nocord inp,ly . In tha dovclopnipnt of the DIAL screening i ns t rM;i;ont 

(1975) statistically defined the high risk child as one who seems to he 
rion.ay h. hind otiior rhUdren of the same age. yex. location and for whom 
i,.i-Lher observation is necessary. She operationally defined this population 

lowest 10% of the screening scores. Ilalnsworth (197^0 says that children 
^■..L,rring k i nd e r,-.ar ten with learning efficiency skills in the lowest hOZ or those 
w:.o -^Kso testing are children who we should observe further and be prepared to 
:.elp. i!e says that 10 to 20% of those children do not have the skills to cope 
e..,slly and readily with the traditional public school curriculum. While young 
.-..lld.-ra vary greatly in their developmental patterns, children at the low end 
the eoatianim almost always require special help to feel successful in school. 
:M:i—alng is the first step in early Ident flea t ion . It is a short procedure, 
a :il;:ering process, to identify those children who might have the ch.naet ori sties 

ai,;a risk l.^rners. This risk possibility is then confirmed or rej.'CC-d by 
..■.=:>.;e,in..nt diagnosis. Diagnosis is more in depth assessment to determine the cause 
or r.,it\::-o f I ht'i i)ri,)bloin. 

-:--'-.-,lag is fne first »tep of a process wiuch is called the ncre..ning program. 
•■I.e screening program does something about he. ping the child to cope with tl«o pro- 
blc ,s that h.vo been identified. S creening is a techni que for educational 
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:><: ;•. i .'i;*. (.:; .4 I'liort ;>ror<v!urc; thai: :;h()ul<i be (inno I nd I v I d iia 11 y . T in! i v { i! iin V 
..<;:..)* n :;,{ r.i i: i i>n ;)r()vidos some !;cMisa of whctlun- the ro.isoti tli^r tho rhMd i<\ i^ot 

: is in?c.n.se lie doosn't. kiu-w the annwcir or bGcauso ho door.n't know what 
I;; ;. 0 i ol Iilin, 'Hic examiner has the opportunity to nbsorvc and ccMiai.ont: upon 

b.:!;.,vio.'r. which cause concorn but whlcli may not be part of Llic objective a';sc.",,s- 
nAiac, :-'ur c.<anple, tht! child may articulate poorly or exhil>il some other atypical 
och..vior that it lv> relevant to know more al)Out. Witii ind iv i d u/i 1 administration, 
t';e cx.ir..i ;;cr can alno pace the Interaction In a way vhich holds the child's att- 
eniion aial can .'.laintain a relatively relaxed atmosphere. Movement of the child 
shuuiu !>c. .il lowed for and distractions should be held to a minimum. 

i'l.cre are ov.*r one thousand instruments which are available for screening 
..cjd .1 ia.yao.; [.s of younp, children, and new ones appear in the literature rej;ularly. 
TI;c:sc: a^^.ics^r.rnt 1 us t ru.iient 3 are dlvet'se and there Is little common agreement as 
uo their val\»e. T'uey range fror standardized group tests such as the Metropolitan 
Acu. Test to informal ob^ierva t ions and checklists with all types of Indiv- 

idual teiits in between. They may focus on specific areas of development such as 

;i'..ije, visual motor skills or auditory discrimination, or 'they may be 
ir.ulLiu iir.ens ior.al , including several areas of development. 

I v;uuld like to su?;gest the following criteria for a screening instrument: 

1- it ran be . ich'ni ni s t (rred indivudaUy in less than one half liour. 

2, Tc is t.uiltidiinensional and includes several aspects of development. 

3. it is non-categorical. This i?.eans that, regardless of the reason for 
trie p.^tCM^ial learning problem it only identifies potential ''high risk"/ 
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Vno it.sns in the battery arc appropriate to the age range to be assvssed. 
5. Tne items allow for cultural differences and do not reflect any one 
cult ure . 

o 
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6. r.o lnstrun,ont cm bo scored ohj oc t: Ivoly hn...! on,n spoc:lf,. nnr.wor' or 
o!vun-v.bU. behavior, rather thnn on subjoctivc judrmcntB. 

7. TrainLnc procedures for cxn.incrs nrc clonr nnd not too co.pl.x. 
- cx.u.pio of such an Instrn.ent Is the Zcitlln Karly Liont i f f cn 1 1 o. 

This screening Instrument is divided into three parts: v.rbal, pencil and ' 
:-,.r c..sks a:,d non verbal performance. The ZEIS is .scored on ,he basis of 100 . 
.-oi.U. to facilitate perce,Ua,o ca 1 cnlat ions . ' There are 12 qnostions in the 
I---:-...ont which related to languaae'. cognitive development, auditory and. visual 

visual r„otor development, body image, directionality and late ity. 
-."..e ,u.s.ious cover .he deve K.pmental range of three to seven years, with emphasi^s 
o. four .o five year oUi development. There is a check list for recording rel- 
-..nt observab^e behaviors such as dependence-independence and speech. While 

'"-^ ''^ ''■'■'^ ''^^^^^^^^-^"^ ^-^^ ^'^^IS. local norms are encouraged. Ko 

individual questions is intended to measure the ability It testa but rather is 
p..rt of an overall indication of the child's development. 

I 

(Film of Administration of ZEIS shown) 
After screening, effective follow through has a three pronged thrust: 
<ii...no.is and the deveiopment and implementation of an educational plan for the 

poteatial high risk child, involvement of the parents and Mo ^ i 

parents, and the development of more 

effective programs for all children. 

t 

-.c .ullowing model describes such an carlv iA^ntifi ^• 

cany identif icat von or screening 
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referral of 
identified child 



Educational Plan 
for child 

Impler.'^intation 



vEvaluatlon of 
Program 

\< 

Redesign where 
appropriate 



Analysis of Group 
Data 



4^ 



Kxaininat ion of 
Existing 

Educational Program 
In Service Training 



(Zeitlin 1976) 



ERIC 



1^)0 fjr, tho (I I J'»cuss Lon has luTn of proper nKUhodn for Rcr^MMilnp. Uiifor- 
ily in iM.iny iiist.inrcs, screening h.is boon badly abiinod. Knrlv Idcnti f icat f on 
pro^;r*ur.s .ira often victims of the same forces which create the need for the program 
in tr.e firi;t plnco; lack of knowledge, attitudes and values detrimental to children, 
politics, and lack of money, personnel and resources. Screening can be a negative 
rauh.er than a pojsitivo force when the program incorporates any of the following 
abuses: ' 

1. Using screening- in isolation without any follow through program. Too 
often, screening is used as if it were an end in itself. m\cn there is 
not careful planning with specific goals and objectives, the screening 

-may not relate in any planned way to the educational program for the 
child. This can happen through lack of knowledge and experience or 
lack of communication between those who initiate the screening and those, 
responsible for the follow through. In some schools screening has been 
used as a political football or used as part of a power struggle. 

2. Using initial screenlnp, as diagnosis and making important decisions on 
a child from too little data, inadequate or inappropriate information, 
or from a single involvement. In many early identification programs the 
information gathered at the initial screcfning is assumed to be adequte 

to rr,.,ke uJucntional decisions about the child. Tlie results may be placed 
on a checklist which indicates chat a child is deficient in a particular 
area. Wiihout further Investigation the teacher is expected to remediate 
in that area, or, even worse, a placement affecting the child's future may 

» 

be made, ' ♦ 

3. Using screening to exclude children from entering school when children of 
the same chronological age are accepted. On the basis of a screening. 
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u: school districts will toll pnrenta that a chJ " \a 'not .■ca<ly' and 
that they should bring him or hor back next year. This c.n he done be- 
cause most states do not have mandatory schooling before ar.o 6 or 7. 
Uslnp. screening to Impose 'bad' labels which st icm.il i ..e chll.lron. Label- 
ing is the assigning of a category and publicly communicating it. Hobbs 
(1975), in the report of the HE:^; commission studying t lie Issnes in class- 
ification of children differentiated between 'good' lablcs and 'bad' 
labels. Bad labels are those that close doors to the child. that place 
him in inferior programs and subject him to unpleasant and humiliating 
experiences and attitudes. 

-Using screening to reinforce and Justify existing curriculum centered 
programs and to explain the failure of the children who are unable to 
cope with these prc^^jams. Screening without follow through is used to 
predict a child's success or lack of it rather than for educational planning. 
Using screening to create and implement checklist curric.il ums . | Tlie use 
of the screening and diagnostic data to develop appropriate curriculum 
is an art in its infancy. Many programs, often those with long and complex 
screening, use the collected information, without any subsequent diagnosis 
to develop a checklist for each child which then becomes the core of the 
kindergarten curriculum. It is based on the assumption, not supported ' 
by research, that a child needs to be proficient in everything.' It is a 
product, not process, approach which develops many splinter skills and 
cheats the child and the teacher of a meaningful kindergarten experience. " 
Using screening to focus on the weaknesses of a child and ignoring his 
or her strx^ngths. In emphasizing weakness and remediation rather than 
identification and utilization of strengths, the response is made only to • 
the problem rather than to the whole child. 



8. N„t rcc,„„I.,„,. c„= „t cult-unV. <ilff„cncc» or htU,,,.,..!!,,,. „„ 

• creenine process. FnUuro to rccoenUc tho l,.„„t of clturnl 
.Ufforoncos .„y reinforce and perpetuate the „.,ny ....„tlve .,,„ects of 
the ,r„Mc»r. of Mch risk learners. Reseorch stu.Hes have f„„„<i „ 
disproportionate „>„her of children fro» ™l„„rlty groups have hee„ 
classified „lth labels Indicating deviant f .net lonln.. Bll.„,„al<,„ 
adds to the problem. 

9. U3in« people to ad„tn,..ter screening whose attltndes and values are not 
supportive of the chUd. n,e personnel who do the testing „ay influenca 
^..e results. This ,»ay he a greater problem „hen the OKa^tner and the: - 
ehi.d are fr„» different cultural or language backgronnds . When non- 
professionals re used adequate training Is required since Inadequately 
trained non-pr^fcsslonnls »ay have anxiety about their own functioning 

and transmit thiLi'ito ^hp ^h^t^A t jj^ , 

the child. In addition, they mny have expectations 

that are inappropriate for children of ^h^^ j 

" ot that age and stage of development. 

Kindergarten screening Is a tool, which, If used appropriately, helps the 
^^.ctor to Plan „ore effectively for each child. It Is part of the total educa- 
process. it can never be a substitute for good teaching or a sound educa- 
tional prugra.., or ™„st particularly, for Individualized diagnosis and an edue.a- 
ti.onal program tailored to the child's need. ' 

-n.<t can ^e accomplished by preklndergarten and kindergarten screening, 
-.1. Identification of children *o .ay have special ne^ds changes the focus to 
...ventlon rather than remediation. Screening generates and reinforces and aware- 
-3 ... range of Individual differences among young children coming to school. 
U Should lead school personnel to "examine, their expectations and currleuUr 
«oale for the primary grades and to Implement , total earXy Identification program/ 
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Sci-oonin^; fac 1 1 i t aCi'S coniinun ( c.i t i on that Is ciiild lUMUcroil herwoiMi tcMfhrr.-;, 
spoci.ilists. iulinl nlstrators and parcMits. ComnumlcaL a am(M'.j; (Miuratr^'^" may alr>o 
facIUcate a .mu 1 L i -lU r,cipl inary approach for hoi ping ch i Idren with spc'cLal needs. 

Tno major thrust of kindergarten screening programs sht^nld be to IdcMitlfy 
chiMron who may have special educational needs and to develop programs which are 
flexible i:nongh to provide success experiences for each cliild as they move toward 
conr.on oduCitional goals* 
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